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INTRODUCING THE ‘OPPOSITION TO OUR READERS 


HIS year’s campaign for ratification of the 
Child Labor Amendment in state legislatures 


has shown a definite alignment of the forces 
out to defeat the measure. 

1. The Ptessy about which a good deal has already 
been said in THE AMERICAN CHILD. For further com- 
ments, read The Christian Century, February 6, 1935, 
and The Nation, January 30, 1935. 

2. The Catholic Church—with the exception of a 
few outstanding spokesmen, such as Monsignor Ryan, 
Father Haas and Father Kerby. 

Anyone who reads the Catholic periodicals, or for 
that matter the daily newspapers, can be in no doubt 
about the strength of the Catholic opposition to the 
Amendment in many states. Here we merely point 
out (a) Cardinal O’Connell’s position in Massachu- 
setts which, it is generally conceded, defeated the 
Amendment; (b) the opposition of the New York 
State Catholic Welfare Committee which, to quote 
the Diocesan paper of Albany, “represents an expres- 
sion of the united opinion of the Bishops of New 
York State on all questions involving the interests 
of the Church, her people and her institutions.” The 
Evangelist adds: “The position of every Catholic in 
this State should be evident. 
The Bishops, our divinely 
appointed leaders, have 
spoken. We need look no 
further”; (c) the circula- 
tion by the Catholic Bishops 
of Nebraska of petitions 
against the Amendment in 
every diocese of the state. 

.. And so it goes in practi- 
cally every state where there 
is any sizable Catholic popu- 
lation. 

3. Manufacturers and 
Employers. 

Although manufacturing 
groups in general have kept 
pretty well in the back- 
ground this year, letting 
others do their ‘‘dirty 
work,” their guiding hand 
undoubtedly underlies 





7 Courtesy, Washington (D. C.) News 


The Springtime of Life 


much of the opposition to the Amendment, regardless 
of where it finds expression. 

It is not without interest that the about-face of 
Cardinal O’Connell on the Amendment (he had 
said in the summer of 1933 that he would not op- 
pose it) was contained in a letter to Alexander 
Lincoln, President of the Sentinels of the Republic. 
The activities of the Sentinels are discussed by 
Senator Costigan in a speech in the United States 
Senate (see page 4 of this issue). 

Nor is it without significance that the flood of 
propaganda to persuade the rural population that 
the Amendment is aimed at farm work was started 
in 1925 immediately after the first few states had 
ratified—all predominantly agricultural states. The 
Farmers’ States Rights League which issued most of 
this material was found to be, not a farm organiza- 
tion at all, but a tool of certain southern textile 
interests. (See Congressional Record, Feb. 17, 1925, 
p. 4105.) 

A few instances of the more obvious manifesta- 
tions of the manufacturers’ opposition which have 
recently come to our attention are noted below: 

The Tennessee Manufacturers’ Association writes 
to its members: 

Through the splendid 
cooperation and quick 
action on your part, the 
Child Labor Amendment 
to the Federal Constitu- 
tion has been defeated in 
fa the House of Representa- 
me, tives by a vote of 72 to 24. 
i, This shows conclusively 
what can be done when 
men do right thinkin g and 
work together on a given 
matter. I knew how prac- 
tically every man in both 
branches of the Legisla- 
ture would vote on this 
amendment through infor- 
mation which the mem- 
bers of this association 
furnished me. I want to 

(Continued on page 3) 
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CHEATING THE CHILDREN 
Reprinted from The Washington Daily News 


A’ example of the misinformation being given 
state legislators concerning the Child Labor 
Amendment is the statement of Arthur F. Mullen to 
Nebraska’s lower house. 

“I think I know something about how the Roose- 
velt Administration stands on things,” said Mr. Mul- 
len. ‘And I say this is not an Administration meas- 
ure. 

The fact is that the President and Administration 
are fighting for ratification. For instance: 

“In the child labor field the obvious method of 
maintaining the present gains is through ratification 
of the Child Labor Amendment. I hope this may be 
achieved.” —President Roosevelt. 

“The move for ratification of the Child Labor 
Amendment must go on.” — Secretary of Labor 
Perkins. 

“I favor the amendment without reservation, and 
strongly urge its ratification.” —Secretary of Interior 
Ickes. 

“I strongly favor the proposed Child Labor Amend- 
ment now being submitted to the states.” —Secretary 
of Agriculture Wallace. 

“The Child Labor Amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States should receive the support of all 
liberal-minded persons interested in social and eco- 
nomic progress.” —Atty. Gen. Cummings. 

“It is almost incredible to me that there should be 
any doubt concerning the ratification of the Child 
Labor Amendment.”—Postmaster General Farley. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL CUMMINGS 
ON THE AMENDMENT 


HE Child Labor Amendment to the Constitution 

of the United States should receive the support of 
all liberal-minded persons interested in social and 
economic progress. The problem has been of vital 
concern to the American people for many years. It 
can be adequately and satisfactorily solved only by 
concerted action on a nation-wide scale. As a pre- 


requisite for such action, a constitutional amendment 
is necessary. Such an amendment has been pending 
since 1924. The legislatures now in session in the 
various states have it within their power to make this 
great reform effective. 


NEWSPAPERS—PLEASE NOTE! 


Lc; is unfortunate that some newspapers have seen 

fit to oppose the Child Labor Amendment because 
of a mistaken apprehension that the Amendment 
would unjustly interfere with their business. The 
Amendment itself imposes no restrictions. It merely 
enables Congress to do so. We do not believe that 
Congress would or should pass legislation under the 
enabling powers of the Child Labor Amendment to 
interfere with the type of carrier organization main- 
tained by the Long Island Press and by other news- 
papers. 

The Long Island Press has hundreds of carrier 
boys. We believe their employment is beneficial to 
them in every respect. The work is healthful and is 
gainful both from the standpoint of immediate finan- 
cial return and of experience. 

It is true that there is no guarantee that Congress 
will not pass unfair legislation that would deal harm- 
fully with newspaper carrier services. The Press 
believes that the newspapers should willingly run that 
risk and do their fighting after the Amendment has 


been victorious rather than now when their fight 


would threaten the success of the greatest humani- 
tarian movement of recent times. 


—Long Island (N. Y.) Daily Press 


THUNDER IN NEW MEXICO 


HE Federal Child Labor Amendment caused 

quite a scrap in the New Mexico Senate, accord- 
ing to the Santa Fe New Mexican, “as the Senators 
hammered one another, Democrat against Democrat 
and Republican against Republican.” 

According to Senator J. H. Mullis, the Amendment 
“gives Congress the power to regulate the home, to 
say what kind of clothes the children must wear, what 
medicine they shall take, whether they shall go to 
church on Sunday. If the old man tells Johnnie to go 
out and crank the Ford, Johnnie can say, ‘Naw’; if a 
mother tells her girl to wash the dishes she can tell 
ma that being a law-abiding child, she must respect 
the child labor law. It will bring a lot of lady officials 
down upon us going around from house to house 
telling us how to run our homes.” 

To which Senator Taylor E. Julien, who introduced 
the measure, retorted: “The gentleman from Chaves 
County made a knowingly erroneous statement. He 
is not such a fool as he.claims to be.” 

But the absurdities won out and defeated the reso- 
lution for ratification by a vote of 15 to 9. | 
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INTRODUCING THE OPPOSITION 
TO OUR READERS 


(Continued from page 1) 
take this kg ipa of thanking the members for 
their splendid help and cooperation. 


Commenting upon this excerpt from the Tennes- 
see Manufacturers’ bulletin the Memphis Press- 
Scimitar says: ‘“What pretense to say that the oppo- 
sition to the Child Labor Amendment came from 
those who feared that Congress might forbid chil- 
dren to assist their parents on farms and in homes! 
The opposition came from manufacturers, who do 
not want to be prevented from hiring cheap child 
labor in preference to more expensive adult labor.” 

* * * 


The Textile Bulletin, Feb. 21, 1935, organ of 
David Clark, published in Charlotte, North Carolina 
and spokesman for southern textile interests, takes 
credit for helping defeat the Federal Child Labor 
Amendment in Nevada. 

* * # 

A circular in a plain envelope and without any 
means of identifying the sender expresses the fear 
that Congress, if given the power, will make it a 
crime for mother to send Johnny out to the shed 
for a basket of cobs. 

While there is no name on the envelope or on 
the printed material inside, the postmark shows 
that it :was mailed in Charlotte, N. C. This gives 
us a clew as to who is worrying about Nebraska 
farm boys. 

Charlotte, it will be remembered, is a sort of 
industrial capital of the southern cotton manufac- 
turing section, which took millions of spindles 
away from Massachusetts and Rhode Island, 
partly by putting its women and children to work 
in the factories at low wages. 

—Norfolk (Neb.) News, Feb. 15, 1935. 
* * * 

J]. P. McGrath, Secretary-Treasurer of the 

Georgia Manufacturers’ Association, opposed 


committee approval, stating manufacturers of the 


state considered the Child Labor Amendment un- 
necessary as far as they were concerned. 


—Atlanta (Ga.) Constitution, Feb. 21, 1935. 


Unnecessary?—We might remind our readers, or 
preferably the manufacturers of Georgia, that the 
number of children under 16 years employed in tex- 
tile establishments in Georgia increased 11.9 per 
cent between 1920 and 1930. 

+ * * 

The New York State Economic Council informs 
its members that the defeat of the Child Labor 
Amendment in the Senate Judiciary Committee 


shows “how responsive our legislators are when the 
folks at home speak out” and urges them to “‘con- 
tinue to respond to our requests for messages to your 
legislators. With that help from you we can assist 
our Senators and Assemblymen to make wise and 
sound decisions.” 


WRITE YOUR LEGISLATORS! 


’ you live in any of the following states write or 
wire your Governor and your own State Senator 
and Representative urging support of the Federal 
Child Labor Amendment: 


Alabama Missouri 
Connecticut Nebraska 
Delaware New York 
Florida North Carolina 
Georgia South Dakota 


The Amendment is, or soon will be, before the 
Legislatures of these states and law-makers must be 
made to realize the strength of pro-Amendment sen- 


timent. The status in the states is as follows: 

Alabama—Governor Graves came out strorigly for the 
Amendment in his election campaign. A resolution for rati- 
fication will be introduced when the Legislature reconvenes 
on April 30. 

Connecticut—aA hearing will be held before the Commit- 
tee on Federal Relations of both Houses on March 13, to be 
preceded by a mass meeting in New Haven on March 11. 

Delaware—Resolution for ratification has been intro- 
duced and a series of educational meetings are to be held 
shortly. 

Florida—Does not convene until April. 

Georgia—A whirlwind campaign has resulted in a favor- 
able report by the Industrial Relations Committee of the 
House and in arousing sentiment for ratification among 
groups not previously interested. : 

Missouri—Of special interest is the sharp fight in Mis- 
souri, the storm center of the opposition. The headquarters 
of the National Committee for the so-called Protection of 
Child, Family, School and Church are in St. Louis. 

Nebraska—The Amendment has been reported favorably 
by the House Committee on Constitutional Amendments, 
but a strong lobby is at work to defeat the bill. 

New York—Governor Lehman sent a special message to 
the Legislature on February 26 urging ratification. Never- 
theless the Assembly Judiciary Committee has not reported 
out the measure, and it seems probable it will go to the 
Rules Committee which takes control of all bills on March 9. 

North Carolina — Governor Ehringhaus recommended 
ratification in his message to the Legislature, and a resolu- 
tion for ratification was introduced on March 4. 

South Dakota—Although the resolution for ratification 
was voted down in the Senate, effort is being made to secure 
favorable action by the House and give the Senate another 
chance. 

In all these states strong state committees for rati- 
fication are at work. If you can help in the Amend- 
ment campaign or can interest organizations with 
which you are affiliated, write to us for the name of 
the leader in your state. Such assistance is urgently 
requested by the state committees, who have been 


doing a Herculean task on slight resources and against 
difficult odds. 
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SENATOR COSTIGAN EXPOSES OPPOSITION 


PEAKING in the United States Senate on Febru- 
ary 8, Senator Edward P. Costigan, of Colorado, 
who introduced the Child Labor Amendment in Con- 
gress in 1924 exposes the untruthfulness of the propa- 
ganda being issued against the Amendment: “Within 
the last few months active opposition to the amend- 
ment has arisen under the direction of a ‘group self- 
styled the ‘National Committee for the Protection of 
Child, Family, School, and Church.’ This Committee 
is the outgrowth of an organization formed in Mis- 
souri in November, 1933, to oppose ratification in 
that State. The committee has been extremely active 
and has published a number of leaflets, folders, and 
pamphlets setting forth arguments against ratifica- 
tian. Some of this literature and some of the argu- 
ments apparently sponsored by committee members in 
the daily papers indicate that a great deal of misin- 
formation is being disseminated in regard to the 
amendment... . Of the 50 members of the ambitiously 
self-labeled ‘Committee for the Protection of the 


( Child, Family, School and Church,’ 19 are known to 


be also members of the Sentinels of the Republic and 
4 are known to be members of what is known as the 
“Woman Patriot Publishing Company,’ organizations 
which have been long time enemies of the child labor 
amendment. 

“The Woman Patriot was formerly the official 
organ of the Association opposed to Woman Suf- 
frage, and its publicity has been used by manufactur- 
ers’ organizations in campaigns not only against the 
child labor amendment but also against other pro- 
gressive enactments. | 

“The Sentinels organization was started in 1922 


™\ by the late Louis A. Coolidge, of Boston, treasurer of 


the United Shoe Machinery Co. Though a relatively \/ 


small organization, confining its activities chiefly to 
Massachusetts and Washington, D. C., its propa- 
ganda has been country-wide. Mr. Coolidge appeared 
at Senate hearings on the child labor amendment in 
Washington in 1924, proclaiming his opposition not 
only to that measure but also to the woman suffrage 
amendment to the Constitution and to Federal income 
taxes. 

“The most significant fact to be noted in regard to 
members of the National Committee for the Protec- 
tion of Child, Family, School, and Church is that 
practically none of them has had any standing in 
modern movements for child welfare or present-day 
organizations for social betterment. Their experience 
has not been calculated to give them progressive and 
humane contacts with problems of child labor or to 
enable them to judge and apply remedial assistance, 
and their opposition has been the more active the less 
intimate or accurate the knowledge they have dis- 
played of the real history, purpose, and authorship of 
the child labor amendment.” . . . 

“Rarely have erroneous statements so crowded ‘a 
brief space, and their falsehood has persisted in spite 
of conclusive and authoritative repudiations. . . . It 
must be amazing to those unfamiliar with the vitality 
of gross libels that arguments discredited and proven 
false 10 years ago should be thus persistently re- 
vived.” 

The complete text of Senator Costigan’s talk, 
which gives the true facts about the drafting of 
the Child Labor Amendment and its sponsorship 
in Congress, can be secured from the National 
Child Labor Committee. 
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